
CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
SAN FRANCISCO BAY REGION

ORDER #92-002

ORDER SETTING ADMINISTRATIVE CIVIL LIABILITY

Franco Consolacion, FC & OL Corporation,
and Franco Consolacion dba FC & OL Corporation
Daly city, San Mateo County

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Francisco
Bay Region (hereinafter the Board) finds that:

1. On July 25 and 26, 1989 soil samples were obtained from the
area of underground storage tanks located at 6098 Mission
street, Daly City. This property is owned by Mr. Franco
consolacion, FC & OL Corporation and Franco Consolacion dba FC
& OL Corporation, hereinafter referred to as the discharger.
Laboratory analyses of the soil samples indicated widespread
soil contamination. Up to 17,550 ppm TPH as gasoline, 2,620
ppm TPH as diesel, and 819 ppm total volatile aromatics were
detected at the site.

2. Groundwater samples obtained from four monitoring wells on the
site on September 25, 1989 contained up to 150,000 ppm TPH as
gasoline and up to 64,500 ppb total volatile aromatics.
During subsequent groundwater monitoring episodes, up to 5.09'
of free product was observed floating on the groundwater
table. A municipal drinking water well is located one mile
southeast of the site.

3. In numerous letters from County and Regional Board staff, the
discharger has been required to submit a workplan for
contaminant definition and installation of an interim free
product remediation system. No such workplan was submitted.

4. On August 6, 1991 the discharger met with County and Regional
Board staff and agreed that he would comply with a Cleanup and
Abatement Order requiring the installation of a free product
remediation system. The Cleanup and Abatement Order was
issued on August 28, 1991. The Order required 1) a workplan
for the installation of the free product remediation system to
be submitted by September 30, 1991, and 2) a report
describing the installation and start-up of the system to be
submitted by October 31, 1991. No such reports were
SUbmitted, and no explanation for delays was provided.

5. On numerous occasions County and Regional Board staff have
attempted to discuss reporting and cleanup requirements with
the discharger. The discharger, however, has been unwilling




